INDEX 


ABUSE OF DISCRETION BY DISTRICT COURTS. See Federal- 
State Relations. 


ABUSE OF WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS. See Stays. 
ACQUISITIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 2. 
ALCOHOL SALES. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
ANTICOMPETITIVE ACQUISITIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
ANTI-DRUG ABUSE ACT OF 1986. See Criminal Law. 
ANTITRUST ACTS. 


1. Clayton Act —“Antitrust injury” —Price-fixing scheme involving non- 
predatory prices—Per se violations.—A vertical, maximum-price-fixing 
conspiracy in violation of § 1 of Sherman Act must result in predatory pric- 
ing to meet “antitrust injury” requirement for purposes of a competitor’s 


private damages suit under § 4 of Clayton Act; a per se violation of § 1 does 
not automatically satisfy antitrust injury requirement. Atlantic Richfield 
Co. v. USA Petroleum Co., p. 328. 

2. Clayton Act—Private suit —Divestiture as injunctive relief. —Section 
16 of Clayton Act, which entitles “any person... to... have injunctive 
relief . . . against threatened loss or damage,” authorizes divestiture de- 
crees to remedy violations of § 7 of Act, which prohibits mergers constitut- 
ing anticompetitive acquisitions. California v. American Stores Co., 
p. 271. 

APPELLATE REVIEW OF DEATH SENTENCES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 2. 


ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3. 
ARTICLE III. See Federal-State Relations. 
ASSETS. See Banks. 

ASSIGNMENT OF COPYRIGHTS. See Copyrights. 


ATTORNEY’S FEES. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 
1976. 


AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS. See Constitutional Law, II. 
977 
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AUTOMOBILE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
BAIL REFORM ACT OF 1984. 


Failure to comply with prompt hearing provision.—Failure to comply 
with Act’s prompt hearing provision does not require release of a person 
who is a flight risk or a danger to others or community; respondent’s flight 
when released by order of Court of Appeals did not render case moot, and 
Government may detain him upon his rearrest without first seeking release 
order’s revocation. United States v. Montalvo-Murillo, p. 711. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


1. Chapter 11—Bankruptcy court’s authority—Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice treatment of tax payments. —A bankruptcy court has authority to order 
IRS to treat tax payments made by Chapter 11 debtor corporations as 
withholding tax and Social Security tax payments where court determines 
that this designation is necessary for a reorganization plan’s success. 
United States v. Energy Resources Co., p. 545. 


2. Chapter 13—Restitution obligation as dischargeable debt.—Restitu- 
tion obligations —including obligation of respondents imposed as a condi- 
tion of their probation in a welfare fraud case—constitute “debts” within 
meaning of Bankruptcy Code and are therefore dischargeable under Chap- 
ter 13. Pennsylvania Department of Public Welfare v. Davenport, p. 552. 


BANKS. 


Eurodollar transaction—Collection of assets to satisfy debt. —Where (1) 
issue is whether home office of a United States bank is obligated to use its 
general assets to repay a Eurodollar deposit made at one of its foreign 
branches after foreign country’s government has prohibited branch from 
making repayment out of its own assets, and (2) District Court found that 
parties had agreed on “repayment” in New York but had not agreed on 
“collection,” Court of Appeals’ factual premise that parties agreed to per- 
mit collection from bank’s New York assets contradicted District Court’s 
factual findings, which were not clearly erroneous; case was remanded for 
Court of Appeals to determine whether, in absence of an agreement, collec- 
tion is permitted by rights and duties implied by law. Citibank, N. A. v. 
Wells Fargo Asia Ltd., p. 660. 


BILLS FOR RAISING REVENUE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
BOND HEARINGS. See Bail Reform Act of 1984. 

BREACH OF DUTY OF FAIR REPRESENTATION. See Labor, 2. 
BURGLARY. See Criminal Law. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 

CAR SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Constitutional Law, I. 
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CERTIORARI PETITIONS. See Jurisdiction. 

CHAPTER 11 BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy, 1. 
CHAPTER 13 BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy, 2. 
CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS. See Taxes. 

CHILD PORNOGRAPHY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; IV. 


CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF LATTER-DAY SAINTS. See 
Taxes. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. See also Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976. 

Guam as a person under 42 U. S. C. § 1983.—Suit by petitioners against 
Territory of Guam, its police department, and individual officials and police 
officers, alleging that police arrested and assaulted them and forced them 
to write and sign confessions of wrongdoing, was properly dismissed, since 
neither Territory of Guam nor its officers acting in their official capacities 
are “persons” under § 1983. Ngiraingas v. Sanchez, p. 182. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ATTORNEY’S FEES AWARDS ACT OF 1976. 


Validity of contingent-fee contracts.—Title 42 U. S. C. § 1988 does not 
invalidate contingent-fee contracts —such as one entered into by petitioner 
and respondent in petitioner’s § 1983 action for false arrest —requiring a 
prevailing plaintiff to pay his attorney more than statutory award against 
defendant. Venegas v. Mitchell, p. 82. 


CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 

CLOSED CONTAINER SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
COLLECTION OF ASSETS TO SATISFY DEBT. See Banks. 
COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Labor. 
COMITY. See Federal-State Relations. 

CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, V. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

I. Case or Controversy. 


1. Justiciability—Political question.—A case involving a claim that a 
law requiring courts to impose a monetary “special assessment” on any 
person convicted of a federal misdemeanor was passed in violation of Origi- 
nation Clause has no characteristics identified in Baker v. Carr, 369 U. S. 
186, 217, as essential to a finding that a case raises a nonjusticiable political 
question. United States v. Munoz-Flores, p. 385. 


2. Standing to sue—Third party’s right to challenge death penalty.—A 
fellow death row inmate did not have standing to challenge validity of a 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW —Continued. 


death sentence imposed on one Simmons—a capital defendant who had 
elected to forgo his right of appeal—either in his individual capacity as one 
with an asserted Eighth Amendment right to a system of mandatory appel- 
late review or as Simmons’ “next friend.” Whitmore v. Arkansas, p. 149. 
II. Double Jeopardy. 

Proof of conduct in first prosecution used as essential element in sec- 
ond.—Where respondent pleaded guilty to two traffic violations —driving 
while intoxicated and failing to keep right of median—in connection with a 
fatal accident, Double Jeopardy Clause barred his subsequent prosecution 
on homicide and assault charges, since government intended to rely on 
prior traffic offenses as acts necessary to prove those charges. Grady v. 
Corbin, p. 508. 


III. Due Process. 


1. Conviction under Ohio pornography law.—Due process required that 
petitioner’s conviction for violating Ohio statute proscribing possession and 
viewing of child pornography be reversed and his case remanded for a new 
trial, since it was unclear whether conviction was based on a finding that 
State had proved each element of offense. Osborne v. Ohio, p. 103. 

2. Jurisdiction—Nonresident personally served while in State.—Judg- 
ment of State Court of Appeal that state court had jurisdiction over a non- 
resident, who was personally served with process while temporarily in that 
State, in a suit unrelated to his activities in State, is affirmed. Burnham 
v. Superior Court of California, County of Marin, p. 604. 


IV. Freedom of Speech. 


Child pornography—Validity of state statute. —Ohio may constitution- 
ally proscribe possession and viewing of child pornography, and State’s 
specific statute is not unconstitutionally overbroad. Osborne v. Ohio, 
p. 103. 


V. Origination Clause. 


Bill for raising revenue—Monetary special assessments. — Law requir- 
ing courts to impose a monetary “special assessment” on any person con- 
victed of a federal misdemeanor is not a “Bilfl] for raising Revenue” that 
must originate in House of Representatives, and, therefore, its passage 
does not violate Origination Clause. United States v. Munoz-Flores, 
p. 385. 


VI. Searches and Seizures. 


1. Admissibility of statement made after illegal in-house arrest.— 
Where police, who have probable cause to arrest a suspect, violate Fourth 
Amendment by effecting a warrantless and nonconsensual entry into his 
home to make a routine felony arrest, exclusionary rule does not bar 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
State’s use of a statement made by him outside of his home. New York v. 
Harris, p. 14. 

2. Inventory searches—Opening of closed containers.—Where Florida 
Highway Patrol had no policy with respect to opening of closed containers 
encountered during inventory searches, and where police discovered mari- 
juana in a locked suitcase during such a search of respondent’s trunk, 
search was insufficiently regulated to satisfy Fourth Amendment.  Flor- 
ida v. Wells, p. 1. 


3. Warrantless arrest —Entry into home where suspect is a guest.—Re- 
spondent’s arrest after police made a warrantless, nonconsensual entry 
into a house where he was an overnight guest violated his Fourth Amend- 
ment rights, since his status as an overnight guest was sufficient to show 
that he had an expectation of privacy in home that society is prepared to 
recognize as reasonable, and since there were no exigent circumstances 
justifying warrantless entry. Minnesota v. Olson, p. 91. 

VII. States’ Immunity from Suit. 

Federal Employers’ Liability Act—Waiver of immunity.—New York 
and New Jersey statutes consenting to suits against petitioner—an entity 
created by those States to operate certain transportation facilities —estab- 
lished States’ waiver of any Eleventh Amendment immunity that might 
otherwise have barred Federal Employers’ Liability Act suit brought by 


injured workers against petitioner. Port Authority Trans-Hudson Corp. 
v. Feeney, p. 299. 


VIII. Supremacy Clause. 

Liquor shipped to military bases—State reporting regulations. —Where 
(1) Federal and State Governments exercised concurrent jurisdiction over 
military bases that had clubs and package stores, (2) federal regulations 
require, inter alia, competitive bidding on alcohol purchases to reduce 
prices paid while state regulations require out-of-state shippers to file 
monthly reports and affix a label to each bottle of liquor sold to a federal 
enclave indicating that liquor is for use only in that enclave, and (3) Federal 
Government challenged state regulations on grounds that they violate doc- 
trine of intergovernmental immunity and are pre-empted by federal law, 
Court of Appeals’ ruling that regulations impermissibly made out-of-state 
distillers less competitive with local wholesalers is reversed. North Da- 
kota v. United States, p. 423. 


CONTINGENT-FEE CONTRACTS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976. 


COPYRIGHTS. 


Renewal rights — Distribution and publication of derivative work during 
pre-existing work’s copyright renewal term—“Fair use” doctrine. — Distri- 
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COPYRIGHTS — Continued. 


bution and publication of a derivative work during copyright renewal term 
of a pre-existing work incorporated into derivative work infringes rights of 
owner of pre-existing work, where author of pre-existing work agreed to 
assign rights in renewal term to derivative work’s owner but died before 
commencement of renewal period and statutory successor did not assign 
rights to use pre-existing work to derivative work’s owner; unauthorized 
use of author’s story by petitioners when they rereleased derivative 
work—a motion picture—during renewal term does not constitute a non- 
infringing “fair use.” Stewart v. Abend, p. 207. 


COURTS OF APPEALS. See Banks; Jurisdiction. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Bail Reform Act of 1984; Bankruptcy, 2; 
Civil Rights Act of 1871; Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 
1976; Constitutional Law, I-III, 1; 1V-VI; Indian Tribes; Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968; Stays; Victim and Wit- 
ness Protection Act of 1982. 


Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986—Burglary.—Under Subtitle I of Act— 
which provides a sentence enhancement for a defendant who is convicted of 
unlawful possession of a firearm and who has three prior convictions for 
certain specified offenses —an offense constitutes “burglary” if, regardless 
of its exact definition or label, it has basic elements of a “generic” burglary 
or if charging paper and jury instructions actually required jury to find all 


elements of generic burglary in order to convict defendant. Taylor v. 
United States, p. 575. 


DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
DEBT. See Bankruptcy; Banks. 
DEDUCTIONS FROM INCOME. See Taxes. 


DERIVATIVE WORKS AS INFRINGEMENT ON COPYRIGHT. See 
Copyrights. 


DISCHARGE OF DEBT. See Bankruptcy, 2; Banks. 


DISCRIMINATION ON BASIS OF RACE. See Federal-State Rela- 
tions. 


DISTRICT COURTS. See Federal-State Relations. 
DIVESTITURE. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 


DOCTRINE OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL IMMUNITY. See Con- 
stitutional Law, VIII. 


DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II. 
DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED. See Constitutional Law, II. 
DRUGS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
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DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III. 

DUTY OF FAIR REPRESENTATION. See Labor, 2. 
EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
ELECTRIC POWER PROJECTS. See Federal Power Act. 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE. See Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968. 


ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, VII; See 
Labor, 1. 


ENHANCEMENT OF SENTENCES. See Criminal Law. 


ENTRY INTO A HOME WITHOUT A WARRANT. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1, 3. 


EURODOLLAR DEPOSITS. See Banks. 


EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II; VI, 1, 2; Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 


EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 2. 
EXECUTIONS. See Stays. 

FAIR REPRESENTATION DUTY. See Labor, 2. 

“FAIR USE” DOCTRINE. See Copyrights. 


FALSE ARREST. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 
1976. 


FEDERAL COURTS. See Federal-State Relations. 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS AND EMPLOYEES. See Labor, 1. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. See Constitutional 
Law, VII. 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES. See Taxes. 
FEDERAL POWER ACT. 


Authority to set minimum flow rates for water in hydroelectric power 
project —Pre-emption of state law by federal law. —Where Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in issuing a license authorizing operation in Cali- 
fornia of a hydroelectric project, set an interim flow rate of water that re- 
mained unavailable to drive generators, Federal Power Act pre-empted 
State from setting rate well in excess of FERC rate. California v. FERC, 
p. 490. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 
Amendments to Rules, p. 971. 
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FEDERAL SERVICE LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS STAT- 
UTE. See Labor, 1. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, VIII. 


Federal District Court discretion—Imposition of state tax increase. — 
Where District Court found that Kansas City, Missouri, School District 
(KCMSD) was segregated and issued an order detailing a desegregation 
remedy and necessary financing, court’s imposition of a property tax in- 
crease on KCMSD contravened principles of comity; however, modifica- 
tions of that order by Court of Appeals—which required that District 
Court should not set property tax rate itself, but should authorize KCMSD 
to submit a levy to state tax collection authorities and should enjoin opera- 
tion of state laws hindering KCMSD from adequately funding remedy— 
satisfied equitable principles and constitutional principles, including Tenth 
Amendment’s reservation of nondelegated powers to States and Article 
III’s governance of district courts’ powers. Missouri v. Jenkins, p. 33. 


FEDERAL TAXES. See Bankruptcy, 1. 


FEES FOR ATTORNEYS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards 
Act of 1976. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II. 
FIREARM POSSESSION. See Criminal Law. 
FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


FLOW RATES OF WATER IN HYDROELECTRIC POWER 
PROJECTS. See Federal Power Act. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IJ; III; VI. 
FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

FRINGE BENEFITS AND SALARY INCREASES. See Labor, 1. 
GUAM. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 

GUESTS’ PRIVACY EXPECTATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 


oO. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See Stays. 


HEARING REQUIREMENTS FOR RELEASE ON BOND. See Bail 
Reform Act of 1984. 


HOMICIDE. ‘See Constitutional Law, II. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. See Constitutional Law, V. 
HYDROELECTRIC POWER PROJECTS. See Federal Power Act. 
IDAHO. See Labor, 2. 
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IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
INCOME TAXES. See Taxes. 
INDIAN TRIBES. 


Criminal law—Jurisdiction over nonmember Indian. —An Indian Tribe 
may not assert criminal jurisdiction over a defendant who is an Indian but 
not a tribal member. Duro v. Reina, p. 676. 


INFRINGEMENTS ON COPYRIGHT. See Copyrights. 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
IN PERSONAM JURISDICTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


INTEGRATION OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Federal-State Rela- 
tions. 


INTERGOVERNMENTAL IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, 
VIII. 


INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1954. See Taxes. 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Bankruptcy, 1. 

INVENTORY SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

JUDICIAL POWER. See Federal-State Relations. 

JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, III, 2; Indian Tribes. 
Supreme Court —Timeliness of certiorari petition. — Missouri's certiorari 

petition was timely filed where Court of Appeals appeared to have inter- 

preted, and actually treated, State’s petition for rehearing en banc as in- 

cluding a petition for rehearing before panel, since petitions for rehearing 


toll start of period in which certiorari petition has to be sought. Missouri 
v. Jenkins, p. 33. 


JUSTICIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
LABOR. 


1. Federal Service Labor-Management Relations Statute—Bargaining 
over wages and fringe benefits.—Federal Labor Relations Authority did 
not err in ruling that FSLMRS required petitioner schools, which are 
owned and operated by Army, to bargain over teacher union’s proposals 
relating to a salary increase and fringe benefits. Fort Stewart Schools v. 
FLRA, p. 641. 


2. Labor-Management Relations Act, 1947—Pre-emption of state tort 
claim—Maintenance of §301 suit.—A state-law, wrongful-death claim 
filed in Idaho state court against petitioner union, alleging that miners’ 
deaths were proximately caused by union’s fraudulent and negligent acts in 
connection with mine safety inspections conducted pursuant to a collective- 
bargaining agreement, was pre-empted by § 301 of Act; respondents also 
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could not maintain a §301 suit against union. Steelworkers v. Rawson, 
p. 362. 


LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT, 1947. See Labor, 2. 
LAWYERS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 1976. 
LIMITATIONS PERIODS. See Jurisdiction. 

LIQUOR SALES. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 


MANDATORY APPELLATE REVIEW OF DEATH SENTENCES. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


MARIJUANA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
MAXIMUM-PRICE-FIXING SCHEMES. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

MINE SAFETY. See Labor, 2. 

MISSOURI. See Jurisdiction. 


MONETARY SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS FOR FEDERAL MISDE- 
MEANORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; V. 


MOOTNESS. See Bail Reform Act of 1984. 

MOTION PICTURES. See Copyrights. 

MOVIES. See Copyrights. 

NEW JERSEY. See Constitutional Law, VII. 

NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, VII. 

“NEXT FRIEND” STANDING. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


NONCONSENSUAL ENTRY INTO A HOME. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1, 3. 


NONDELEGATED POWERS. See Federal-State Relations. 


NONJUSTICIABLE POLITICAL QUESTIONS. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 1. 


NONPREDATORY PRICING. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
OBSCENITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; IV. 
OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968. 


Integrity of electronic surveillance tapes—Delays in sealing record- 
ings.—Title 18 U.S. C. §2518(8)(a)—which requires in pertinent part 
that, immediately upon expiration of an order permitting electronic sur- 
veillance, recordings must be made available to judge issuing order and 
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OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968— 
Continued. 


sealed according to his directions, and that a seal or a “satisfactory ex- 
planation” for seal’s absence is a prerequisite for use or disclosure of evi- 
dence from recordings —applies to a delay in sealing, as well as to a com- 
plete failure to seal, tapes; “satisfactory explanation” language requires 
that Government explain both why a delay occurred and why it is excus- 
able; case is remanded for a determination whether Government’s explana- 
tion to District Court for delay in sealing tapes substantially corresponded 
to explanation advanced in Supreme Court. United States v. Ojeda Rios, 
p. 257. 


ORIGINATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; V. 


OVERBREADTH OF CHILD PORNOGRAPHY LAW. See Constitu- 
tional Law, IV. 


PER SE ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
“PERSON.” See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


PERSONAL SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
2. 


PETITIONS FOR CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction. 
PETITIONS FOR REHEARING. See Jurisdiction. 


POLICE OFFICERS ACTING IN OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS “PER- 
SONS.” See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


POLITICAL QUESTIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
PORNOGRAPHY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; IV. 
POSSESSION OF FIREARMS. See Criminal Law. 
POWER PROJECTS. See Federal Power Act. 
PREDATORY PRICING. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VIII; Federal Power Act; Labor, 2. 


PREVAILING PLAINTIFFS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976. 


PRICE-FIXING SCHEMES. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3. 


PROMPT HEARING REQUIREMENTS FOR RELEASE ON BOND. 
See Bail Reform Act of 1984. 


PROPERTY TAXES. See Federal-State Relations. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOL INTEGRATION. See Federal-State Relations. 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Federal-State Relations. 


RECORDINGS FROM WIRETAPS AS EVIDENCE. See Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 


REHEARING PETITIONS. See Jurisdiction. 


RELEASE OF DERIVATIVE WORKS AS INFRINGEMENT ON 
COPYRIGHT. See Copyrights. 


RELEASE ON BOND. See Bail Reform Act of 1984. 
REMEDIES. See Antitrust Acts, 2; Federal-State Relations. 
RENEWAL TERMS FOR COPYRIGHTS. See Copyrights. 
REORGANIZATION PLANS. See Bankruptcy, 1. 
REPAYMENT OF ASSETS. See Banks. 


RESERVATION OF NONDELEGATED POWERS TO STATES. See 
Federal-State Relations. 


RESTITUTION AWARDS. See Victim and Witness Protection Act of 
1982. 


RESTITUTION OBLIGATIONS. See Bankruptcy, 2. 
REVENUE BILLS. See Constitutional Law, V. 


RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR TRIAL OF MISDEMEANORS BE- 
FORE UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES. 


Abrogation of Rules, p. 969. 
SALARY INCREASES AND FRINGE BENEFITS. See Labor, 1. 
SCHOOL INTEGRATION. See Federal-State Relations. 
SCHOOLS. See Labor, 1. 


SEALING OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE RECORDINGS. See 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 


SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


SECTION 1983. See Civil Rights Act of 1871; Civil Rights Attorney’s 
Fees Awards Act of 1976. 


SECTION 1988. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 1976. 
SEGREGATION OF PUBLICSCHOOLS. See Federal-State Relations. 
SENTENCE ENHANCEMENT. See Criminal Law. 

SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
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SOCIAL SECURITY TAXES. See Bankruptcy, 1. 
SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS FOR FEDERAL MISDEMEANORS. See 
Constitutional Law, I, 1; V. 

STANDING TO SUE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 

STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 

STATE TAXES. See Federal-State Relations. 


STATUTORY AWARDS OF ATTORNEY’S FEES. See Civil Rights 
Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 1976. 
STAYS. 

Stay of execution pending habeas corpus petition.—District Court 
abused its discretion in granting a stay of execution pending disposition of 
respondent’s fourth habeas corpus petition, which asserted claims that 
were not novel and could have been raised in his first petition and, thus, 
was clearly an abuse of writ. Delo v. Stokes, p. 320. 

SUCCESSIVE PROSECUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II. 
SUITCASE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
SUPREME COURT. See also Jurisdiction. 

1. Abrogation of Rules of Procedure for Trial of Misdemeanors before 
United States Magistrates, p. 969. 

2. Amendments to Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, p. 971. 
TAXES. See also Bankruptcy, 1; Federal-State Relations. 

Federal income taves—Charitable contributions.—Payments made by 
petitioner members of Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints to their 
sons who were serving as full-time, unpaid missionaries for Church—which 
payments were requested by Church in an amount, and under guidelines, 
established by Church—were not donated “for the use of” Church within 
meaning of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and, thus, petitioners were not 
entitled to claim a charitable contribution deduction. Davis v. United 
States, p. 472. 


TENTH AMENDMENT. See Federal-State Relations. 
TERRITORIES AS “PERSONS.” See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 
THIRD PARTIES’ STANDING TO SUE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
TIMELINESS OF CERTIORARI PETITIONS. See Jurisdiction. 
TOLLING OF LIMITATIONS PERIODS. See Jurisdiction. 
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TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II. 

TRIBAL JURISDICTION. See Indian Tribes. 

TRUST FUND TAXES. See Bankruptcy, 1. 

UNIONS. See Labor, 2. 

UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF FIREARMS. See Criminal Law. 


VERTICAL, MAXIMUM-PRICE-FIXING SCHEMES. See Antitrust 
Acts, 1. 


VICTIM AND WITNESS PROTECTION ACT OF 1982. 


Restitution for offenses other than offense of conviction. —VWPA— 
which, inter alia, authorizes federal courts to order “a defendant convicted 
of an offense” to “make restitution to any victim of such offense” —author- 
izes restitution award only for loss caused by specific conduct that is basis 
of offense of conviction and does not allow a court to order a defendant 
charged with multiple offenses, but convicted of only one, to make restitu- 
tion for losses related to other alleged offenses. Hughey v. United States, 
p. 411. 


VICTIMS’ COMPENSATION. See Victim and Witness Protection Act 
of 1982. 


WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, 
VII. 


WARRANTLESS ENTRIES INTO HOMES TO MAKE FELONY AR- 
RESTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3. 


WATER FLOW RATES IN HYDROELECTRIC POWER PROJECTS. 
See Federal Power Act. 


WELFARE FRAUD. See Bankruptcy, 2. 


WIRETAPS. See Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968. 


WITHHOLDING TAXES. See Bankruptcy, 1. 
WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “A defendant convicted of an offense [may be ordered to] make res- 
titution to any victim of such offense.” Victim and Witness Protection 
Act of 1982. 18 U.S. C. §3579(a)(1). Hughey v. United States, p. 411. 


2. “Burglary.” §1402, Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986. 18 U.S.C. 
§924(e). Taylor v. United States, p. 575. 


3. “Debt.” Bankruptcy Code, 11 U. S. C. §101(11). Pennsylvania De- 
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4, “Injunctive relief.” §16, Clayton Act, 15 U.S. C. §26. California 
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5. “Person.” Civil Rights Act of 1871, 42 U. S. C. § 1983. Ngiraingas 
v. Sanchez, p. 182. 
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